e I S S
- EDPS PRICE %\ - -MPO1/PC0O?.Plus Postages .-~ - -~ -
DESCRIPTORS  » Elementary Secondatry Pducation: Family, .

ABSTRACT

- sample: .F#S profiles are appended: (SB)

- % . . . DOCGUNENT RESOME

AUTHOR . Zevon, Michael A.: And Others . -
TETLE -~ . -~ The Family Environment of the Learning Disabled

_:_°____ . Thild: An Obfective Description.
POB_DATE . "~ Apr-B1 CooamE T T e
NOTE ~ - ~ 19ps: Paper presefited at the Annual Internitional
: . 7 Cconvention of The Council for Exceptional Children ¢
©ooh i(S9thg - New York, ZBY, April, 1981, Session B-12). Best
TR _copy.avallable. W% - R T

e

‘Characteristics: *Fanily Environment: *Learning.

-Disabilities: Social Environment: S

-ibsﬁTI?EQ?S" - *Family Environment Scale .. .

. L e

oy

_The study investigated the family environment of 19

‘iéiiﬁéiiigticnaiiiéa,1éarﬁiﬁg disabled children: (nean age 12 years).

Parents of SS completed a demographic data form and: the Family . -
'Bavironment Scale (FES), =2 published inventory which assessés the
social climate of 2 ‘family. % major f£inding was the lack of any .
significant stress or disorder. Pamilies were characterized by a *
‘Substantially below average score on conflict, by a strong emphasis
on ethical and religious values, by a below average emphasis on

‘active recreation; and by a moderate emphasis on family cohesion and

" suoport. T™ie mean -incongruence score 3ndicated a greater agreement in

h perceived family climate than was typical of the standardization

X

a . - & ;_: .
] ‘-;-a ‘
..- ‘ v ) b..' - )
-; ; .“
5 S ‘ A E ' . : = e
R R A e AR AR AR AR koo R A o R R R R R R R
o Peproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made
o s ' . - from the original document. =~ =~

ek ii?%;iiiiiiiii*i**i*i{ziiiii****gx** A o ok o SRR R K ok o o o ok

V4




- ' 7.
A T llﬁbiﬁiﬁ?ﬁiﬁékﬁi&h;n;

EDUCATION & WELFARE

N

’ - . NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
NN ' RO EDUCATION -
E .y e o . . .
o a ‘ 01 THIS OOCUMENT HAS_BEEN -REPRG
A : . ' SMICERS B ar - EPRO-
R e BUCEO EXACTLY a5 RECEIVED FRow -

2 N 1HE PRRSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN--
e N . ATINGIN SQINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS

xng:ﬁi‘s”&b‘iiad . $TATEO 08 NOT. NECESSARILY REPRE-
T . , SENTOFFIdIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF -

R . - EOUCATID POSITION"OR POLICY :

¢ Michael'A. ¥yB
+ & -State Universit‘y:»,CoiLeggk

TN

: SR i TERR R
, o . and@ .. - 1 B

[

_ - Linda Nash = .
. , o - § State University of New Y&

~ '

2

Wl

' . ’ N - S

Présented at the Council for Exceptidpa
" '59th Annual Convention
New York, April 12-17, 1981
‘ - S '
. \ , .. “PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS  ~
S ‘ - J e 4 MATERIA| HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

R
. N ° ¢ “‘
S - ) - .
AN . } . . "
L . »
_ " : . .
g(s - . . .
< . . »,\. . .
- Uy
Ny . -
B - o B
. - i - 5 .
rd - _ ’
, . ¢ . ’
) ‘ . ® ; .
NE - R ] .
N . . - . .

_L

T
@

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



» : r-

The - Fam11y EnV1ronment of the Learn1ng D1sab1edv
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. A mU]tTPl1c1ty of research has attempted to 1nvest1gate the character1s-'
1cs of- the 1earn1ng d1sab1ed ch11d (Ha]]ahan and Cruickshank,: 1973) A

search of the 11terature, however, revea]s a surpr1s1ng 1ack of stud1es 1n-'
\

1ng d1sab1 d ch11d as.a "tota] organ1sm" yet fa1ls to emphas1ze that a ch11d

] grows and deve]ops 1n%an,env1ronment; Fu]] understand1ng of the ch11d must

'fnéiddé%the'enViFonmentsin-Wchh the ch 1d\funct1ons Caldwe]l (1967) notes

that 1n understand1ng a ch11d the measurement of the env1ronment is equa]]y

0

&

as 1mportant as the measurement of thé deveIOpmenta] processes themse]ves
. Existing; 1nvestlgat1ons of the env1ronment however, have concentrated on depr1—_”
vat1on 1n the phsy1ca1 env1ronment and its effects on the ch11d s deve]op-

ment (Bernste1n, 1961 CPaVTOEO, Gaona,._ and Birch; ]967; Pavenstedt; 1965);
Equa]]y or more 1mportant, it wouid seem;. is h soc1a1/1nterpersona1 enV1ron- .
ment in wh1ch the ch11d deve]ops part1cu1ar1y the ch11d s re]at1onsh1p to h1s/;

\..-g
" her parents (Hu]]ahan and Eru1ckshank 1971). - OF part1cu1ar 1nterest is’

t cumented 1nf1uence of parent1ng sty]e on later sdhool performance ;

P4l
i
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(Barton\, D1e1man CatteT/1974 Baumr1nd 1971; B1ng, 1960)

+

_ A cons1derat1on wh1ch is se]dom d1rect1y addressed 1n the 71terature, how- . ‘;’

.ever, is the fact that parent1ng sty]e 1s not expressed 1n a vacuum Parthcu-"

}

}larly for the young ch11d the- express1on of parent1ng sty]e takes p]ace,,'

[

. t1gat1ons have addressed th1s issue in g]oba] terms e.g. Walberg and MarJor1-

I

{

- verbal and_ non- verba] ab111t1es better than the fam111es SES Gther studfes

: 7
ﬂhave found s1m11ar resu]ts (Baumrlnd and B]ack, 196? Moore 1967) The pre-

'sent study 1nvest1gated the fam11y env1ronmentofa samp]e gf 19 non= 1nst1tu-

._t1onallzed 1earn1ng d1sab1ed ch11dren The resu]ts prov1de a pre?fmjngry

objective assessment of fam11y sty]e 1n th1s group of except1ona1 ch1]dren

L3
L d
: S s . : /
Ciikhinrte ’ . . ’ ) . * . N ' Lt
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| SuB\ects for the study were the fam111es of 19 1earn1ng d1sab1ed ch11dren

L “h og1sts in the local I]]1no1s schoo] system Mean age of the ch11dren was 12 T
.iyears A]] fam111es were 1ntact a]though 217 of the families conta1ned an
. ;adbpt1ve or stepfather wh11e 167 éonta1ned an adopt1ve oF stepmother; A]]

';fam111es res1ded in a rura] or semp -rural area and the moda] fam11y income

Z.'was $12,800 - $16,099 per year. SR ;°.H ' S
: . S

R . ) . . \ :\ | .

ﬁarents *o*f' 1earning disabled f‘\chﬂdrén independentiycompieted a demographic

data fOrm and the Fam11y Env1ronment Sca]e (FES) The FES (Moos; 1974) is a pub?\

»+

\ | .

: ' LY' R S
- for the most part>~ w1th1n o the w1der context of(the fam11y Severa] 1nves¥ o

'benks (1973) found ‘that the qua]lty of the ch11d s home env1ronment predicted L

.

:These ch11dren were d1agdpsed as 1earn1ng d1sab1ed by cert1f1ed School Psycho]-f

11shed 1nventory which assesses the social c11mate of a fam11y The FES faeusés-
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- on the measurement and: descr1ption of T) 1nterpersonab reTat1onsh1ps among

fam11y members, 2) on the d1rect1ons of ﬁersonal qrowth wh1ch are emphas1zedv

:'the fam11y and 3) on the bas1c organ1zat1ona} structure ofthe fam1]y The

"1nd1v1dua1 sca]es and descr1ptions of what they measure appear in TabTe 1

The FES }5 ‘completed by ‘one or more fam1hy members: The prof11e of scores' o

4ufrom one ind1v1dua] may be used as a descr1pt1on of the fam1]y env1ronment in

.“——50:-' B

- whtch Qhe 1nd1v1dua] f§Ves Add1t1ona11y, when scores are ava1TabTe from more g*

i than one fam1]y member (as they were ﬁn th1s_study ize. from both parents) the _

‘1nd1v1dua1 scores of the tyo or morE members are ‘used to compgte a Fam11y In-

ccongruence Score Hh1lé the tendency is for d1fferent fam11y fiembers to view

2

their family env1ronment s1m1Tar1y, the Incongruence Score quant1fes the Tack

. cept1on by one or: more 1nd1v1dua]s The FES is scored by convert1ng the raw .

,Qf a standarization sampTe of 285 fam111es were used as the norm group for the
e T-score convers15ns The: comp]eted prof11e serves to generate a descr1pt1on -
‘,of the fam11y and\also prov1des a character1zat1on of the fam11y dynam1cs 1n

,:{compar1son to the norms of the . standard1zat1on sampTe I

FES' s were scored for each of the 19 mother/father pa1rs Mean sca]e

.scores were used to construct group meanPPOlee based on the 19 fam111es
(F1gure T) In add1t1on, 1ndependent mean prof11es were obta1ned for the

'_mothers and fathers in order to compute a mean 1ncongruence score.

——

5 g . S
nd DiscuSSian ' . .

mm

ﬁesuits

\

The mean fam11y environment prof11e for the 19 fam111es is reported in

a

. F}gure La Perhaps most s{r1k1ng is the T ck of any swgn1f1cant stress or d]Sf

.t ° ’ -

. ’ .~ ” ‘_. s __

‘of agreememf]when it ex1sts and pnoy1des add1t1ona1 1nformat1on about the per- |

scale score to a T-score (mean 56, SB = TB) us1ng the manuaT The responses'
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order In the percept1on of the parents, the fam11y env1ronment 1s, on the o

. N
‘9who]e good These fam111es are character1zed by a substant1a11y beTow average

_.’.A. \
fsqpre on Con?11ct (T 38, 6) 1nd1cat1ng that conflictua] 1nteracti6ns and “open
2 2o .
exp) ess1on of anger or aggress(dn are 1nfrequent The fam111es as a who]e

\

exhibit a strong emphas1s on eth1ca1 and re11g1ous values (T 60 1) wh1ch'1srf

eons1s ent w1th rura] norms OveraTT there is a beTow average emphas1s on

'act1ve recreat1on (T 40 4) and a moderate emphas1s on fam11y cohes1on and

1t1es are- em has1ied (T ' 56. 7) and the parents view the fam11y as represent1ng

a_ —

a fa1r1y r1g1d\system for contro] on the 1nd1v1dua] fam11x]member <.
Inspect1bn éf the mean FES prof11es for the mothers and fathers (Figures
2 and 3) revea]s a str1k1ng agreement in the percept1on of . thé fam11y env1ron-

‘ment. The mean 1ncongruence score (T = 45) for the parents of these 1earn1ng

« !

dﬂsab]ed ch11dren 1mdc1ates a greater agreement in perce1ved fam11y c11mate
than was typ1ca1 of ﬁ tandardiiatién samp]e T .. 'j}

Appl4tat49ns o - L N

“The results ef th1s study aré str1k1ng in that the degree of d1sorgan1za<

ﬁ$§han was 1n1t1a11y pred1cted on the baS1s of reported research with re]ated
except1onaﬂ ch11d popu]at1ons (Er1kson, 1968 1969 M111er and Keirn, 1978)
In add1t1on, th1s study 111ustrates, for Schoo] Psycho]og1sts and teachers,

.the ut111ty of the FES 1n measur1ng ‘the home env1ronment of Tearn1ng d1sab1ed

ch11dren In schoo] and c11n1c sett1ngs stich 1nformat1on cah be of s1gn1F1caﬁt

,,,,,

»

A



| - ‘ o s ot
for exampTe. is character1zed by a s1gn1f1cant lack of §zfamﬂy cohes1on {T Ev27)
and open express1on of feeTlngs (T = 34), and approx1mate1y a mean Teve] of

\control (T'= 54) TThe 1nspect1on of the 1nd1v1dua1 pref1]es, however, reveaTs Tlh.

'

;:some notabTe d1screpanc;es, most. 1mportant]y the d1ffer1ng parentaT percept1ons ~e4ﬁ—~

of the fam111es 1ndependence and controT d1mens1ons The mother (F1gure 5)

‘(T_= 67) and a Tow TeVeT of 1ndependence fdr 1nd1v1dua1 fam11y members (T 28)

S

;Emphas1s-on controT-(T = 40) and a“high degrée of emphas1s-on the 1ndepenﬁence N

R S,
. i .

"_of fam11y members (T 61)

in parentaT percept1ons of the fam11y cT1mate The d1screpanc1es are most ,;- -~

apparent 1n the express1venéss, 1ndependence and controﬂ d1mens1ons w1th the , '

frmother (Figﬁre 8) v1ew1ng the fam11y as emphas1z1ng a hmgh Tével of ontro] {1 173).

: and cohesion (T 64), and a low Teve] of 1ndependence for fam11y members ( ;26)}]

»

The father, on- the other hand kuj”ws the fam11y as s1gn1ﬁ1cant1y Tess cqntr0111ng o

| (T = 51), with “more. emphas1s on,1ndependenee (‘T 45), and Tess eohes1veness

(T = 485, than the mother 7

These sampJe prof11es 111ustraté’the ut1]1ty of the FES in: understand1ng

‘w1th this understand1ng, fam111es 1n need of support1ve 1ntervent1ons can be ‘f-;
1dent1f1ed and. d1rected to appropr1ate forms of treatment before the onset ofll;:'

¢

s1gn1f1cant fam11y d1stress and its resuTtant negat1ve 1mpact on the Tearn1ng, -

d1sab1ed ch11d
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./ . S , e

Réiaiioiéﬁlpcﬁ%mens1ons - S
7 h’, g ﬁohe31on, The extent to which family me;Eers are concerned and commItted e

~ " to the famlly 'and the ‘degree to which famxly members are heipfui and’
. supportlve of each other. . L R )

Express1veness - The: extent to Wthh famlly members _are. allowed and
encouraged to act openly and to express; their feellngs d1rectly.

K

Confllct - The extenf to whlch the open expressxon of‘anger and aggression

" and genérally confllctual 1nteractxons are characterlstlc of the-
famlly ' : - :
i
Personal Growth Dlmens1ons

o

Independence - The extent to whlch famlly members are enconraged to be; - _°

asgertive, self—suff1c1ent ‘to make theIr own decisions and to °

R © think thlngs out for themseives. . o s

v

: Achieyemenrlﬁrleniatloh - The extent to which dlfferent types of act1v1t1es \
> . _fl e., school and work) dre cast into: gn achlevement orlented or ';;; ;

competltlve framework

3 T~

Intellectual Cultural Orlenratlon,— The extent to- whlch the famlly is:
) Concernediahont poiItIcal, SOClal, 1ntellectual and cultural‘ .
s actIVItIes. , C : : e 2

\

\_,f// Acthe Recreatlonal Orlentatlon - The extent to which the famxiy part1c1patesl7i'
actively- 1n varlous klnds of recreatIonai and sportlng act1V1t1es. o

) -

- and empha51zes ethical and rellglous 1ssues and values"

11-Religious Emphasis - T éxtent to whlch the famlly act1Vely d1scusses»

1

Rl o _ ?,sttem Malntenance BImeDSJLHHi ~ : YL- ;}

|

YA . )

Organlzatlon.- @easnres how Important order and organlzatlon is 1n the
famlly in terms of structuring ‘the" famlly dctivities; finangial
.plannirf¥s and eXpllcltness and clarlty in regard to famlly ruies

S : and respons1blllt1es. ‘ coe .

I

Control = Assesses/the extent to thch the famlly is organlzed in a

e - N

‘ hlerarchlcal.manner, the rxgldlty of family rules-and procedures
». . and the extent to whlch famlly members order éach. other around
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